RE " ARKS 

In response to the actios of September 14, 2006, applicants ask that all claims be allowed 
in view of the amendment to the claims and the following remarks. 

Claims 3-8 11 and 16-33 eci e? y pend - ol vhich claims 3, 6 • 16 19 
22 and 26 are independent. Claims e. LI -14 16, he 22 and 26 have been amended. Support for 
these amendments may be found in the application at. for example, FIGS . 2A-4B, No new 
maher has been introduced, 

VO ,C <th' < J»wV?l 1 ' ^ 1 1 * v ), v vh 1 Li ^ " - 

vxouklhe. lowaMe i a men l c - ~a i * i n m . i_ i m i ohn o h« base elan j d 

Rejection Umier 35 LJS { s £T£*? r 

i n iqua i "v^v 2 va o > -s -> o a i i c 

Applicant b t lim > addresses all of th* <m er's concerns 

keeordingh >li peed quests s >. J wit wal of this rejection* 

claim 19. 

Rejections tnder 35 lkS.C. ft 103 

Claims 3-8. 1 1-14 and 16-29 have been rejected as being unpatentable over Stewart (U.S. 
Patent No 5 952 789) in \ e\\ ol t a i agish ( I S Pater t No 6 501 46f v Appl « rt rec nests 
ceons;der.,-iion and ci die re.eetnsn because rse;mm S;c ^ - > } i 

omhinahon ol erenee vn sane-, - idependen i 

Indepe ndent Claims 3 and 16 

ClairnS mdesacun source circuit that includes, among \ereiemen 
trai - >^ < v agistor, anc eapaeb elemei m.neeted e | x e t t \ he 
irs md t seco d fra c he I udes a power s i nnecn 

to one end of the capacitor element and a current source line connected to the other end of the 
cap, .no*- element A tonneehor state mm,ocr * l. ' is ,ux v i c u >- > n o ee > c 
of a series connection state and a parallel connection state. 
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■j-'.x ^u^tt w ( 0 u n i>i en irren 

source thai is connected to transistors XI and T2, as shown in FIG, 5. As noted by the action 

m J J a i <• v , ol xl k> i'^ „ ' i sto 

connected in parallel. See action at page 5, lines 1-2. As such, Stewart does not describe or 
suggest a current source circuit where a connection state between the first and second transistors 

s switched to one of a Series conne< state and t a etio ate, as recited by cl i 

3. 

\ <\g oj e. -and f diseGsc re FP2. 1 . i <. : \- scans ^ Jis f s iv,, k „jJ drive 
circuit thereof compr -a rc .re tw,i inuww: 11 Ti ana fH 2 (thad ,.:e , canceled r r^taae ," 

a i i ( v r ■> * . , i t < j v x i s 1 

)icture eiem < t F neiudes a conversion thin fihn transistor TFT1, \ iert 

the signal curren mi , s T ^ lri\ fid t 2 

controlling the drive current flowing through a light emitting de\ ice. . . 2' See Yamagishi at col. 
aUihes 62-67 (referring to FIG, I), As shown in F1&. i, 1TT1 andTFT2 are not connected in 
parallel. Instead, as shown in. FIG. 1,'TFTl is connected between Vddmid terminals of TFT3 
and TFT4, while TFT2 is connected between Vdd and the OLED. Accordingly, Yaroagisfb does 
not describe? iggest a p c connec i betv n TFT and U 2 

Xccorc s,nei S Yamagis y proper eorobi m otdhe references 

describes or s gests a n<u i ll j „ \ he con the u and vecond t 1 - o * Be. est 
Vooaa'Y N i ' , ao o> v i s^i l i p<>,ed, U - \ ion be, te a ik a, 
v\a k i s Ste\ a i v < ! i n combo n v ~->.t v * >u ws, „ 

current source circuit where a connection state between the first and second transistors is 
sv k ace e ! k e v-. c > ^ ea o s , o , a p < dG ^ <n - a v liN ;t _, cC r>y cdami * 

Therefore, for at least these reasons, applicant requests reconsideration and withdrawal of 
the rejection of claim 3 and Its dependent claims 4 and 5. 

Independent claim 16. similarly to claim 3, recites a current source circuit including a 
rst transis d transisn ; ^ second 

< t 1 s s ' ! ec re of a series co t t 3 s te i u o , < k > 1 ec i e 
\ecoi d ngh to < east he reasons noted above u 1th respect to claim 2, app ic i , quests 
reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection of claim 16 and its dependent claims 17 and 18, 
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Independent Cla ims 6 and 19 
Kiepcndej aim 6 rec . 1 mr« c t ^ 11 1 oi\ K 

d tiCsl tid d ^ ! 

gate electrodes of the first transistor, the second transistor and the third transistor. 

Stewart is said to disclose a third transistor in FIG. 7. The action acknowledges that 
Stewart does not disclose a capacitor element connected to the gate electrodes of the first 

>. a !„.ir^!e ve t . > are- w i: " v Vcv ditt cannot, 

. ic? v. ( i t u u vu'p ue - ot - te . w .a- ^ h ■ a ''xsoi 
the ' s «ew,d t -eiMvei , ?c \ > r^'o 

\ as ng^n; ;n \aie m discK^e r FIG S ,i can j im? ;Gr ;\ i.a rented W beta Gc gate 
electrodes of TFT i and TFT 2. However, Yaniigism does not disclose a capachor connected to 
the gate Jcl s s e \ - i > i . _ t - i < ,d\ !' ^ e > 

Stew to describe es tpac 1 ei im^' teed he first 

i c he second transisa uid e third trax sssi i 

ict »rdi < v ese oris, ap ai - mcon-adc-rut d vvithdrawa 
^if re,' i t if 0 (i -Mfiti n 0 8 

Chnm 19. similarly to claim 6, recites a current source circuit that includes, among other 
elements, a first transistor, a second transistor, a third transistor, and a capacitor element 
connected m the jone , c ,^ , slit ' m aanv-aa e second i i u i irt 1 e ed 
transistor. Accordingly, far at least the reasons noted above with respect to claim 6, applicant 
^'t h k \ -i \ d kjui J Ja'oi\ i . i v> 

and 21. 

Indep endent Claims ) i G -1 

e\ i cia 1 v ie t driving cum source c cud having a ni 

invrvk u, t -n'n o e i e' ) i s l d t o i e T (\,e< 

source line to the current course line through the first transition and the second transistor, which 
are lotk cd ;n parade! with each other. As described previoush with respect to den 3, 

sithe stew 1 \ magishi or > ic refere ees escs res or suggests 

a parallel connection between ate iust and second transistors. As such, neither Stewart, 
Yaniagishi, no?' any proper combination of the references, describes or suggests feeding current 
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supplied trom the power source nnc to the current course line through the o>st { aevton and the 
second t~>rs^ t h> ua^v\. r i v he 1 o her ^'f, ee T \ clam II. 

In .-addition ssoming for i ke oi myth Stev > s \ ding current 

s vu'< t t { j , ne x> iK crniei i v >ug;i me t u"s Mena r 

does not describe or suggest feeding current supplied from the power source line to the current 

s 1 l i Mhv ii tisN j i k U oai Vs. c _ 

Stewart at Fl S t oes not remedy tins failure of Stewart. 

Accordingly, for at least these reasons, applicant requests reconsideration and withdrawal 
of die rejection of claim 1 1 . 

C a i 2 1k-J m e tnit' 1 „ ^o'i n . t it s „a . a i i.s so > 
first transit ne s i T s eaOueouf s t - s d second 

s.ss Ctv ne,m>n\'tr - 1 p< 1 , 2 a m or'n ^n \„ i e ^ : r, 1 <r a>cs\y!d 
transistoi i \ parallel wiih « ach othes when a setting operation is performed on the in st transistoi 
and eeond rm hsl Ch ns 3 and 14 each re te upp ong cu ent based on the 
predetermined i .if s d transistor, which are 

o i ks. a 2 s ^ i ,e < n n -, i t i v v •! t i 

of current. 

For at least the reasons described above with respect to claim 3, neither Stewart, 
Yamagishi, nor any proper combination of the references, describes or suggests a parallel 
em k\ v t i. K - is o ' oon , Be, in S J ^ i a> moo 

c >r ivvi s. k t \ i k o. i t Su \ , aed 

> l v <. 1 1 d ei*\u s ... v > ^ ! . 'is n 

14. 

'Therefore, foe at least these reasons, applicant requests reconsideration and withdrawal of 
the rejection of claims 12-14. 

Independent Claim a 22 and 26 
n s\ nlei . is 2 ! n » 2 e o t ant ounce ire a eluding a 
transistor and a second transistor, where the first and second transistors are connected in parallel 
with each other when the capacitor element is connmim to the power source line and the current 
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source line. The first and second transistors are connected in semes w hh each other when a 
current is supplied lo an element to be driven. 

For at least the reasons described above with respect to claim 3. neither Stewart, 
x ,i n, n proper conibi m >n ic eferences dest v ^ ) i ests i pa 
connection between the firs t ^ 1 i nsistors Beca se Stewan x a < ishi do not 
dev be n CM ) h i n.L' l'vmo s r v i J s s b <> 

;!k u i < i^s u ,^ rd >n Nto w e, <k , ) t, s c 

(.OPilOckU ! f i ^ 1 " «. ! ^ K s X C <J t v. l s >a u ! |M\\ r 

»< arce line and the current source line end die first and second transistors are e rnnected in series 
with each other when a current is supplied to an element to be driven, as recited by claims 22 and 
20. 

Therefore, for at least these reasons, applicant requests reconsideration and withdrawal of 
the rejection of chnuns 2d and 2b and "so ■ re.spcclhe ctcun^ 23-25 and 17 du. 

Vp t dl ^ - 1 1 I V ^ Ol ! i I \ K€ 

0 > >L I; , e S C 1^1 1 n I. WIKM.O 

epis L-ee i v- ,c o ent J ? , a i v ! v t. o^ s < i 

of i t ejectk s, issue or co ent ion, becau m tnac s. jy not be 

s U I s r-< \ I e 1 v -O 

that have not been expressed. Finally; nothing in this reply should be construed as an intent to 

cede ssl eg \ n exee s ? i v \, and the 

amendment ot any elano Joes ro: rooe^,cu\ no-iu ^iol'a m trr,_ ; t L ota:u ny t ' iheckum 
rioi endment 

No fee \s believet to be due Picas, mph so eh;nec- : cwu-ts. i.> Jep ^u Vceount 
No. 06 1050. 
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Respecti 1 \ sul ? i tied 



Date: December 14, 2006 



Barbara A. Bendt 
Reg. No. 54,777 
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Fish & Richardson P.C. 
1425 K Street, N.W., IhhFioor 
Washington, DC 20005-3500 
Telephone: (202) 783-5070 
Facsimile; (202)783-2331 
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